Mr. Speaker, | would just like to pay afew words tonight of tribute to atowering figure
in our country, Chief Justice William Rehnquist.

The era of the Rehnquist Court has cometo a close, and William H. Rehnquist has
stepped quietly into the arms of God. Chief Justice Rehnquist was one of America’s great
Chief Justices. This Nation has suffered a great |oss with his passing, and as twilight falls
upon this remarkable man's career, the most notable elements of his extraordinary legacy
must not be lost to revisionist history, Mr. Speaker, because in his tireless defense of the
United States Constitution, Chief Rehnquist strongly advocated for ajudiciary that
applies the law rather than legislates from the bench.

We, as Americans, should be very grateful for our Founding Fathers and for the genius
of the constitutional system that they left to us. It was aframework that protects human
dignity and individual freedom by enforcing limits on government power. It isincumbent
upon ours and future generations to jealously guard that precious gift bestowed upon us
by our forebears.

Chief Justice Rehnquist spent decades on the highest Court in the land acting as the
Constitution's protector. He was a constitutional originalist, defending the process of
interpretation of the law that is constrained by the text and the original meaning of that
great document.

Mr. Speaker, there is a fundamental reason why we, as a self-governing people, so
carefully put pen to paper to memorialize our Constitution and our laws and our great
founding documents. They are written words that have become an agreement between the
people and the government. We writeit al down to keep arecord and an understanding
of the limits placed on government by the will of the people.

Chief Justice Rehnquist's efforts to advance this understanding that at times the
Federal courts must enforce limitations on Federal power while recognizing the
preeminent role of democratically elected institutions at both the State and Federal levels,
Chief Justice Rehnquist was avaliant defender of States' rights in recognition of the
superiority of afederalist system when governing peoples of divergent views, divergent
faith and cultures.

He was an influential man in leading the Court back toward the original intent of the
Constitution after decades of abuse by aliberal activist Court born of the Roosevelt era
and the New Deal philosophy.

Mr. Speaker, that New Deal activist Court actually delivered such bizarre rulingsasin
Wickard v. Filburn, aruling that a man in Ohio who was growing wheat in his own
backyard as a

means to feed his family and his own livestock had somehow violated the Interstate
Commerce Clause of the United States Constitution because of the quantity of wheat that
he grew could have actually been sold.



Moreover, in their unanimous decision, this liberal activist Court affirmed, ~If we
assume it is never marketed, homegrown wheat competes with wheat in commerce. The
stimulation of commerce is a use of the regulatory function quite as definitive and quite
as definitely as prohibitions or restrictions thereon."

Mr. Speaker, what a circuitous and false logic.

The stage was then set of course by this activist Court for massive expansion of Federal
power. Y ear after merciless year aliberal Supreme Court, drunk with self-imposed
power, delivered an unprecedented assault upon the rights of the States and of the people.

During his years on the court, especially his early years, Mr. Speaker, Justice Rehnquist
was often called the lone dissenter to outrageous decisions, even once receiving a Lone
Ranger doll awarded by his friends. But yet his adherence to the Constitution, faithfully
expressed in some of his earliest dissents, had great influence upon the Court as
evidenced in later majority opinions where he was vindicated in his previous conclusions.

In 1973, when the Supreme Court illegitimately bestowed itsimprimatur on abortion on
demand, it was Justice William Rehnquist who wrote a scathing dissent to that majority
opinion in Roev. Wade. He said, “"To reach its results, the Court necessarily has had to
find within the scope of the 14th amendment aright that was apparently completely
unknown to the drafters of the amendment.” How very el oquent.

Chief Justice Rehnquist was also instrumental in fighting back assaults on religious
freedom in his efforts to make clear that the Constitution ensures government neutrality
in matters of religious conscience, but not the requirement to move religion altogether
from the public square. He understood the Constitution.

In the 1995 case of United States v. Lopez, the Rehnquist Court marked the first timein
over 50 years, Mr. Speaker, that the Supreme Court upheld the rights of States, ruling
against the expansion of Federal power and finding a Federal law in violation of that now
woefully distorted commerce clause of the Constitution.

Chief Justice William Rehnquist was often found standing in the breach of defense of
the Constitution, endowing this Nation through the years with a noble legacy of
resistance to aliberal, activist Court determined to make its own law and enact its own
agenda.

Mr. Speaker, he gave the American people his last full measure of devotion and stayed
at his post through great personal pain and sacrifice while he was fighting cancer. To the
very end, he led a brave and good-natured effort to restore the Supreme Court to its
ethical grounding.

Mr. Speaker, as we bid loving farewell to this stoic champion, | reflect upon the words
of Alfred Lord Tennyson in tribute: " Though much is taken, much abides; and though
we are not now that strength in which the old days moved earth and heaven; that which



we are, we are, one equal-temper of heroic hearts, made weak by time and fate, but strong
inwill to strive, to seek, to find, and not to yield."

Mr. Speaker, when the final battle with illness and physical weakness came to Chief
Justice William H. Rehnquist, he resolutely remained at his post for his President, for his
country, and for the future of all mankind. He did not yield.



